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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is responsive to the amendment filed on May 9, 2007. Claims 1,6,8- 
9 and 14-18 are amended. Claim 20 is added. Claims 1-20 are pending. Claims 1-20 
represent reseller program for registering domain names through resellers' web sites. 



2. Claim Rejections -35 USC §101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 

■ » 

manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements 
of this title. 

■ 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Applicant discloses "a reseller program for 
allowing a plurality of Customers to register one or more domain names via a 
Registrar...". For the claimed invention to be statuary, it has to be embedded in 
computer readable medium. 

The new amendment did not overcome the previous rejection. Applicant failed to 
show that the reseller program is "embodied in machine readable medium". 
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For purpose of prior art rejection, Examiner will construe claim 1-10 as "a 
reseller program embodied in a machine readable medium for allowing a plurality of 

■ 

Customers to register one or more domain names via a Registrar 

* 

3. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent 
by another filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant 
for patent, or on an international application by another who has fulfilled the 
requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before 
the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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4. Claims 1-1 7. and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable 
over Bayles U.S. 7,039,697. 

Bayles teaches the invention as claimed including registry-integrated Internet 
domain name acquisition system (see abstract). 

As to claims 1,6, 10 and 14, Bayles teaches a reseller program embodied in a 
machine readable medium and a process for allowing a plurality of Customers to 
register one or more domain names via a Registrar web site, comprising: 

A) means for accepting a plurality of Resellers into a reseller program, wherein 
each Reseller has at least one reseller web site (column 6; lines 26-28); 

B) means for creating a registrar web site for registering domain names with an 
appropriate Registry web site (figure 2); 

C) means for allowing a plurality of reseller web sites to register one or more 
domain names for one or more customers via the registrar web site (column 6, lines 26- 
28); 

D) means for collecting a fee from each Reseller web site that registers a domain 

name for a Customer via the registrar web site (column 6, lines 32-33; column 5, lines 

* 

29-46). 

As to claim 2, Bayles teaches the reseller program and the process of claim 1 , 
wherein the reseller web site has the ability to communicate with the registrar web site 
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or the reseller web site includes Internet links to the registrar web site (figure 2) 

As to claims 3, 8, 12, 13, 16 and 17, Bayles teaches the reseller program and the 
process of claims 1,6, 10 and 14, wherein the reseller web sites communicate with the 
registrar web site via an application program interface protocol (column 6, lines 57-67; 
figure 1). 

As to claim 4, Bayles teaches the reseller program of claim 1 , wherein the 
actions by one of the plurality of Resellers include creating a link to the registrar web 
site from another web site (figure 1; column 5, lines 37-46). 

As to claims 5, 7, 11 and 15, Bayles teaches the reseller program and the 
process of claims 1,6, 10 and 14, further including means to register domain names via 
a proxy service, wherein proxy contact information is made publicly available while the 
Customer receives legal rights in the domain name (column 5, lines 32-36). 

As to claim 20, Bayles teaches the process of claim 14, further including the 
steps of: 

the customer linking from the reseller web site to the registrar web site; and after 
registering the domain name, linking from the registrar web site back to the reseller web 
site (figure 2). 
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5. Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

6. Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bayles U.S. 7,039,697 in view of Vaidyanathan et al. U.S. 20020138291 (referred 
to hereafter as Vaid). 

Bayles teaches the invention as claimed including registry-integrated Internet 
domain name acquisition system (see abstract). 

As to claim 18, Bayles teaches the reseller program of claim 14. 

Bayles fails to teach explicitly the administration web site offers the option to the 
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resellers to receive electronic payments from the registrar based on activities of their 
associated customers. 

However, Vaid teaches the administration web site offers the option to the 
resellers to receive electronic payments from the registrar based on activities of their 
associated customers (page 2, [0019]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bayles in view of Vaid to provide the administration web site offering 
the option to the resellers to receive electronic payments from the registrar based on 
activities of their associated customers. One would be motivated to do so to allow 
paperless transaction. 

As to claim 19, Bayles teaches the reseller program of claim 14. 

Bayles fails to teach explicitly wherein the administration web site offers the 
option to the Reseller to display a report showing commission payments during selected 
time periods. 

However, Vaid teaches the administration web site offers the option to the 
Reseller to display a report showing commission payments during selected time periods 
(page 1, [0009]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Bayles in view of Vaid to provide the administration web 
site offers the option to the Reseller to display a report showing commission payments 
during selected time periods. One would be motivated to do so to allow efficient tracking 
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of a reseller commission. 

7. Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 05/09/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

(A) Applicants argue that Bayles does not teach limitation C) of claims 1 and 

10. 

In regards to the point (A), Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Column 5,lines 29-46, Bayles discloses any and all domain name retailers, such 
as existing registrars, can participate much more simply in providing monitor and 
acquire domain name services. The retailer can still offer such services to its 
customers under the new model, generally through its Web site (i.e. the same as 
"allowing a web site or a plurality of web sites to register one or more domain names 
for one or more customers via the registrar web site")... 

(B) Applicant argues that that there is not a reasonable expectation of 
success in the combination of Bayles and Vaidyanathan. 

In regards to the point (A), Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
In response to "not a reasonable expectation of success in the combination of 
Bayles and Vaid", Examiner is pointing out to Appellants that Both Bayles and Vaid 
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inventions are in the same field of endeavor, and both of them are trying to solve the 
same invention. One of ordinary skill in the art would make adjustment to Bayles and 
Vaid reference to come up with this teaching. 



8. Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the references 
applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified 
citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It 
is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the 
references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well 
as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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♦ 

TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to El Hadji M Sail whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4010. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



El Hadji Sail 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit: 2157 
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